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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In the Amendment filed on 05/05/06, the following have occurred: claims 11-19 
have been cancelled, claims 1 and 5-10 have been amended, and claims 1-10 
remain pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Ferstenberg et al (Ferst hereinafter, US PAT: 5,873,071). 

Re claim 1 . Ferst discloses a method for transaction management and 
processing in a trading environment comprising: providing an Order Management 
System for receiving Orders; processing Orders, by way of said Order 
Management System (see abstract, also see col. 39 lines 25-67 through col.40 
lines 1-67), whereby processing Orders further comprising the steps of; 
Providing each of the Orders with a respective session (i.e., as each client 
connects to the OM system, an interface process of the type specialized for 
handling that client is preferably spawned. This interface process maintains the 
connection to the client, and terminates after the client disconnects from the 
system. To decrease computational overhead, and thereby to increase 
performance, an OM system is adaptable to more complex client interface 
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process which are capable of simultaneously supporting and maintaining 

connections to several clients for these systems, a separate interface 

process is created for each participant during that participant's access to the OM 
system. The client interactive software and interface processes of this type are 
preferably specialized to take advantage of this dedicated access link, see col.40 
line 55 through col.41 Iine10); providing Orders from an Order Management 
System to an Exchange (see col.41 lines 17-50, also see col.42 lines 5-30); 
providing transaction information for Orders from an Exchange to an Order 
Management System ( see col.41 lines 17-50, also see col.42 lines 5-30); and 
whereby said Order Management System comprises components selected from 
the group comprising; at least two cooperating services, in-memory cache (see 
col.41, lines 10-15, also see col. 51, lines 5-10), and client API (see col. 39 lines 
25-65). 

Re claim 2. Ferst further discloses a method wherein the step of providing an 
Order Management System for receiving Orders further comprises providing said 
Order Management System in a distributed computing environment (see 
abstract). 

Re claim 3. Ferst further discloses a method wherein the step of providing an 
Order Management System for receiving Orders further comprises providing said 
Order Management System in a multi-threaded implementation (see col. 51 lines 
37-40). 

Re claim 4. Ferst further discloses a method wherein said components are, at 
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least in part, written in C++ (see col. 51 lines 27-30). 

Re claim 5. Ferst further discloses a method for order processing comprising; 
accepting a plurality of Orders through a client API; providing, from said client 
API, said Order to a Session Manager; providing a respective for each one 
session of said Orders; transmitting said Order from said Session Manager to an 
Entry Service; and, attempting to Validate said Order through a Validation 
Service (see col.41 lines 40-67). 

Re claim 6. Ferst discloses a method further comprising the step of failing to 
Validate said Orders (i.e., removing problematic data, see col.44 lines 15-20). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 7- 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ferst in view of Gutterman et al (Gutt hereinafter, US PAT: 5,297,031). 

Re claims 7 and 10. Ferst discloses a method further comprising the steps of: 
validating said Order/object (see col.41 lines 11-15); notifying an Entry Service 
through said Validation Service (see col.42 lines 5-10); transmitting said Order 
from said Entry Service to a Transaction Service (i.e., orders see col.42 lines 5- 
10). Ferst does not explicitly disclose creating an Object for each of said Orders. 
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However, Gutt makes this disclosure (see col. 10 lines 15-50). Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Ferst with Gutt to 
implement user-definability of the OMS system. 

Re claim 8. Ferst does not explicitly disclose a method wherein the step of 
creating an Object for each of said Orders comprises creating an Order Object. 
However, Gutt makes this disclosure (see col. 10 lines 15-50). Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Ferst with Gutt to 
implement user-definability of the OMS system. 

Re claim 9. Ferst does not explicitly disclose a method wherein the step of 
creating an Object for each of said Orders said Order comprises creating an 
Execution Object. Gutt makes this disclosure (i.e., a fill pane object see col. 10 
lines 15-50). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine Ferst with Gutt to implement user-definability of the OMS system. 



Response to Arguments 

6. Applicants arguments filed 05/05/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicant argues in substance that the primary reference, Ferstenberg 
fails to teach the newly added limitation "providing each of the Orders with a respective 
session." Contrary to the applicant's assertion, Ferst makes this disclosure (i.e., as 
each client connects to the OM system, an interface process of the type specialized for 
handling that client is preferably spawned. This interface process maintains the 
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connection to the client, and terminates after the client disconnects from the system. 
To decrease computational overhead, and thereby to increase performance, an OM 
system is adaptable to more complex client interface process which are capable of 

simultaneously supporting and maintaining connections to several clients Client 

interfaces can be of two general types: a first type in which a separate interface 
instance is required for each separate instance of participant access, and a second 
type in which multiple participants are multiplexed over a single instance of a client 
interface. Client interfaces for general clients 79, limited clients 80, and trading 
workstations 81 are representative of the first type of client interfaces for these 
systems, a separate interface process is created for each participant during that 
participant's access to the OM system. The client interactive software and interface 
processes of this type are preferably specialized to take advantage of this dedicated 
access link, see col.40 line 55 through col.41 Iine10). Thus Ferst teaching that a 
separate interface instance (i.e., session) is required for each separate instance of 
participant access reads on applicant's limitation of "providing each of the Orders with 
a respective session." 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OJO O. OYEBISI whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 8298. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30A.M-5:30P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, HYUNG S. SOUGH can be reached on (571)272-6799. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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